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vitro invasiveness of human metastatic prostate tumor cells and the 
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medium. Cancer Res. 15 July 1994, Vol. 54, pages 3696-3699, see 
Abstract and page 3697, cc^lumn U full paragraph 1. 
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Box I Observations where certain claims were found unsearchable (Continuation of item 1 of first sheet) 



This international report has not been established in respect of certain claims under Article I7(2)(a) for the following reasons: 



□ 



Claims Nos.: 

because they relate to subject matter not required to be searched" by this Authority, namely: 



□ 



Claims Nos.: 

because they relate to parts of the international application that dimot comply with the prescribed requirements to such 
an extent that no meaningful international search can be carried out, specifically: 



3. Claims Nos.; 

because they are dependent claims and are not drafted in accordance with tlic second and third 



of Rule 6.4(a). 



Box II Observations where unity of invention is lacking (Continuation of item 2 of first sheet) 



This International Searching Authority found multiple inventions in this international application, as follows: 
Please See Extra Sheet. 



1. I I As all required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant^ this international search report covers all searchable 

claims. 

2. As all searchable claims could be searched without effort justifying an additional fee. this Authority did not invite payment 
of any additional fee. 

3. I x| As only some of the required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this international search report covers 

only those claims fur which fees were paid, specifically claims Nos.; 
M2 



4. I I No required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant. Consequently, this international search report is 
restricted to the invention first mentioned in the claims; it is covered by claims Nos.: 



Remark on Protest 



I I The additional search fees were accompanied by the applicant's protest 
I X| No protest accompanied the payment of additional search fees. 
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BOX n. OBSERVATIONS WHERE UNITY OF INVENTION WAS LACKING 
This ISA found multiple inventions as follows: 

This application contains the following inventions or groups of inventions which are not so linked as to form a single 
inventive conccpt-undeiTPGM^tHe-WrlT- 



Group I, claim(s)cla ms l-5^ydrawn to a pharmaceutical composition. 
Group II, claim(s) 6^ 10, drawn to a pharmaceutical composition. 
Group III. claim(s) 1 \-\2,pi^/n to a pharmaceutical composition. 
Group IV, claim(s)i: '2^(dr^ to a mcthol of inhibiting PLAj in vivo. 
Group V, claim(s)"26^!fef'braKffpt>^ drawn to a method of treating an inflataili 
Group VI, claim(s) 4"l-53. and 66. drawn to a method of treating a fibrotic condition/*^ 
Group VII, claim(s)54-64, and 67. drawn to a method of treating a uteroglobin deficiency. 
Group VIII. claim(s) 68-72, drawn to a cosmetic composition. 
Group IX, claim(s) 73-77. drawn to a cosmetic composition. 




"condition. 



Group X, claim(s) 78-82, drawn to a blood supplement. 
Group XI. claim(s) 83-87, drawn to a blood supplement. 
Group XII, claim(s) 88 3^^^ to an assay for quantilating uteroglobin. 



Group XIII, claim(s) |3-I05, drawn to a method of treating fibrillogcncsis. 

The inventions listed is G^ups I-XIII do not relate to a single inventive concept undir PC^Ruie 13.1 because, under 
PCT Rule 13.2, they aciyih^c same or corresponding special technical features for thclfollo Jing reasons: 

With respect to unity^ iX^si}ion_PCX Rule 13.1 states: \ 

The international application shall relate to one invention only or to a group of inventions so linked as to form 
a single general inventive concept ("requirement of unity of invention"). 

Additionally. PCT Rule 13.2 slates: 

Where a group of inventions is claimed in one and the same international application, the requirement of unity 
of invention referred to in Rule 13.1 shall be fulfilled only when there is a technical relationship among those 
inventions involving one or more of the same or corresponding special technical features. The expression 
"special technical features" shall mean those technical features that define a contribution which each of the 
claimed inventions, considered as a whole, makes over the prior art. 

With regard to the apmi^oir^fFCrRulc 13. 37 CFR § 1.475 concerning unity of in (^-states: 

(a) An mtcf »atmaa| and a national stage application shall relate to one inventi an %iy or to a group of 
mvenuons s< llnlt^ as to form a single general inventive concept ("requircme i ot\nity of invention"). Where 
a group of ii vcnli^s is claimed in an application, the requirement of unity of nvej^jon shall be fulfilled only 
when there iS a technical relationship among those inventions involving one oi'more^of the same or 
correspondinfe special technical features. The expression "special technical features ' ^hall mean those technical 
features that define^ a contribution which each of the claimed inventions, considprcd as a whole, makes over the 
prior art. 



lat dctine^a con 



sic^rc^^s 



(c) If an application contains claims to more or less than one of the combinations of categories of invention 
set forth in paragraph (b) of this section, unity of invention might not be present. 

(d) If multiple products, j>roces.scs of manufacture or u.scs arc claimed, the first invention of the calcgor>- first 
mentioned in the claims of die application and the first recited invention of each of the other categories related 
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ihereto will be considered as the main invention in the claims, see PCT Article l7(3Xa) and 37 C.F.R. § 
1.476(c). 

(e) The detcraiination whether a group of inventions is so linked as to form a single general inventive concept 
shall be made without regard to whether the inventions arc claimed in separate claims or as alternatives within 
a single claim. 

Groups I-XHI recite a plurality of pharmaceutical compositions and/or methods each having a different intended use. 
The single mvenUve concept joining these disparate intended uses appears to be that the pharmaceutical compositions 
comprise and the methods use recombinant human uteroglobin. In order for the inventions of groups I-XIII to have 
unity of invention it is necessary that the single inventive concept be a contribution to the prior art. However. LEYTON 
et al. (Cancer Research 54:3696 3699, July 15, 1994) teach recombinant human uteroglobin, teach that 1 |aM 
recombinant human uteroglobin inhibits arachidonic acid release, and suggest recombinant human uteroglobin inhibits 
tumor cell invasiveness through inhibition of PLA,-mediated arachidonic acid release. A phannaceutical composition 
comprising a PLAj inhibiting effective amount of recombinant human uteroglobin would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. Therefore, the inventions of groups I-XIII do not fulfill the requirements for unity of invention 
with respect to a contribution which each of the inventions makes over the prior art. Accordingly, the claims are not so 
linked by a special technical feature within tlie meaning of PCT Rule 13.2 so as to form a single inventive concept 
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